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Dear Congressman Beilenson:
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This is in reply to your letter of Febru ry 9, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your cons~~nts re arding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 7 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the C ission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Those rules have been in place for over 20 years. While they have been
amended on numerous occasions since that time, they nonetheless embody
regulatory concepts based on yesteryear's technology and, unless changed, will
stifle the growth and, development of private land mobile radio technology and
services, which are used primarily by local governments, public safety
entities, and businesses to enhance their productivity. The Commission issued
the Notice, therefore, to solicit comment from all interested persons on a
wide variety of proposals designed to increase channel capacity, to promote
more efficient use of these channels; and to simplify the rules governing use
of these channels.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. To this end, some of the
critical issues that must be resolved relate to channel spacing, the amount of
time provided to users to convert to new technical standards, how the 300 to
500 percent increase in channel capacity should be licensed, how the rules
should be written to provide users technical flexibility, and whether the
current nineteen radio services should be consolidated and, if so, how. I
have enclosed for your information a copy of that part of the Notice that
describes the numerous proposals.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is"a discussion paper concerning
our"proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RjC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.
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Honorable Anthony Beilenson 2.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and R/C hobbyists. We will, therefore, take into
careful consideration all their comments. Your constituents' concerns will be
fully evaluated when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated
in the Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory change
in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quality of communications
in the private land mobile radio services will continue to deteriorate to the
point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Comments on the
proposals set forth in the Notice are due May 28, 1993, and Reply Comments are
due July 14, 1993. We expect final rules to be issued in 1994. We urge your
constituents to file formal comments on all aspects of the proposals.

~~~~~
r~alph A. Haller
~ Chief, Private Radio Bureau

Enclosures:
Notice
Order
Discussion paper

cc:
Chief, PRBureau
Chief, LM&MDivison
Docket Files, Room 222
P&P Branch File (Pink)
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Beilenson:

28 Jan, 1993
",..'

I am writing to you to convey my concern of a recent Notice of Proposed Rule Making docket CPR 92-235)
provided to the FCC by Motorola. 1am a radio controlled modeler and currently use frequencies in the 72
MHz band for control of my aircraft. I am also an eleclrical engineer designing paging, digital cellular
hardware and telemetry systems. Radio control modeling allows me to share in my technical interests in
the form of a hobby, it allows me to ny with my sons and friends. The above mentioned NPRM suggests
that public land mobile radio systems can coexist with paging and radio control frequencies using 2.5
KHz spacing, I completely and strongly disagree. First, additional frequencies were allocated in the 150
alld 220 MHz bands within the las. 2 years for land mobile purposes - who did they displace then? Were
grandfathcring clauses implemented to protect the original users? Secondly, because this is commercial
equipment manufactured in high volume, carrier frequencies will drift with aging of the electronics,
please try to imagine a modeler controlling a 16 lb. model biplane turning a 20 in. propeller flying in a
safe manner - then a land mobile radio user drives by and disrupts the modelers control link - the plane
will crash ,md the land mobile user will continue radio use unknowingly of the deadly interference,
someone could be killed.. This scenario is going to happen if the docket is allowed to proceed - 2.5 KHz is
not enough spacing with narrowband FM, 1 walt, land mobile transmitters. Finally, in January of 1991

the radio control hobby industry underwent a transition from wideband (40 KHz) radios to narrowband
(20 KHz) channel spacing, it was expensive to purchase new radios or get equipment upgraded but the
narrowband offered several new frequencies to a crowded and channel-starved user group. The radio
control industry has made its contribution to society in the form of technical education including
composite materials, glow, gas and electric locomotion of aircraft, telemetry, military drone technology
and more: all of these fields directly impact our youth. My interest in the hobby began over 24 years ago
and I am only 33 yrs old! I flew model rockets because the technology fascinated me, I ended up in
engineering and am contributing to a better world by improving communications - all of this because I lel
my interests flourish to guide my career.

Please consider carefully this subject and all of its ramifications for safety, enjoyment of several hundred
thousand modellers and the technical education of our children. Ask the FCC to disallow this dangerous
and unnecessary proposal.

~~~ely, )

\ f "'-" 1- \~.;t? ./"'-,--
\ •• , I PJy

Tim Hopple
161 N. Castilian Ave
Thousand Oaks, Ca. 9U20
(X05) 49X-944X



January 27, 1993

The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
1025 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson:

I am a retired police officer, living on a disability pension, and the money I
spend on my hobby is hard to come by. I have been building and flying model aircraft
for fifty years, and radio controlled airplanes for the last thirty years. I derive many
hours of pleasure and satisfaction from building and flying my planes. I am active in a
local club, the Channel Islands Condors, which boasts over 200 members who share my
interest in building and flying model aircraft. At the present time, I have five radio
systems, and six functioning aircraft. I have a lot of money invested in those radios and
aircraft, and in the engines, tools, chargers, field accessories, and other products
necessary to support my hobby.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for RiC model use and will increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Propose Rule Making in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe us~ of RIC aircraft and surface models
by keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by
RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5
Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels
on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by
hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When I fly my radio controlled models, I take great pains to fly safely, and to
assure the safety of spectators and property in the area where I fly. Many of my
precautions depend on the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies.
If the number of usable frequencies is reduced as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will be severely congested, and the margin of safety will be seriously
reduced.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operating conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not
think we are as important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. We hobbyists support a large



and growing industry, which provides jobs for thousands of people. The hobby itself
provides many hours of enjoyment and relaxation to hundreds of thousands of people
like myself, and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enj oyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposal PR 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your
help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26,1993 after which it may
become more difficult to keep these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,

~~f~
2700 Kelp Street
Oxnard, CA 93035
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
u.s. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr Beilenson:

I am contacting you in regards to a proposed FCC rule change now

being considered: PR Docket 92-235.

This proposal would have an extremely negative effect on my

family's hobby activities. Three generations of Gees operate model

aircraft, boats, and cars. We are active members of a local club, and

own many pieces of radio control equipment that would be rendered

useless if the changes are made .. The proposal would place radio

frequencies so close as to make interference a continual hazard.

I have flown models for many years, at various public and private

sites, and derived much pleasure from this harmless activity. The rule

changes now under consideration would severely disrupt that, and cripple

a thriving industry when we need such things most. Please see that this

plan is laid to rest.

Sincerely,

\
David R. Gee

--J

16738 Saticoy st. #1

Van NUys, CA 91406
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
united states House of Representatives
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson
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The Notice of Proposed 1 _ ~ ~t 92-
235 replaces Part 90 of the n )0 al-
lows for safe use of RIC airc G.a oy keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed cvuuuerc1al users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

I am very concerned a:
rently under consideration 1
sion (FCC). The proceeding
new rule will greatly reduc
rently assigned for Radio C(
risk of accidents and attend,

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of peopl; like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoYment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz.band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
.very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

sincerely,



The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
United states House of Representatives
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson

r-- •.•

t.·::) i'

"

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without' interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be .affected.

,;When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio' control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby ~rovides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the F9C to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals qoing into affect.

sincerely,



._ - -------

The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
united states House of Representatives
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without' interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be. affected.

, When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio' control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of rad~o con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the ~~C to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
~he FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

IrA.



The Honorable Anthony Bcilcnson
200 N. Westlake Bh'd.
Suite 211
Thousand Oaks. CA 91362

Dear Mr. Beilenson:

January 25. 1993

r,··
.'...

I have been interested in 3\'iation for some time now. To pursue my interests I took up the hobby of radio
controlled model aircraft construction and flying. I belong to the local RIC modelers club and own several model
aircraft. and radios. Due to the expense of this hobby I ha\'c a substaincial financial iO\'estment in model aircraft.,
kits. engines and tools.

I am "ery concerned about the I)roposed rule that is currentl~' under consideration b~' the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The I)roceeding is PR Docliet 92-235. If adOI)ted the new rule will
greatl)· reduce the usabilit~·of frequencies currentl~' assigned for RIC model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant lil,bilit~,.

Our radio-controlled frequencies are in tl;Ie 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch opcrations. Howc\'cr. our radio controlled frequencies in this band are fhr enough apan from the
land mobil frequcncies that we hm'e been ablc to share the band without either of us interfering with each other.

The Notice of Proposcd Rulc Making (NPRM) in PR Doct.:ct 92-235 replaccs Part 90 of the rules with a new
Pan 88. Pan 90 allows for safe use of RiC aircraft and surfacc modcls b~' keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequcncics uscd by RiC cnthusiasts. Thc ncw Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frcquencies cl\'ailable to us. eliminating S<1fe lise of alleasl 31 of the 50 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for RiC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frcquencies onlhe 75 MHz band (for RiC cars and boats) now
used by hobbyists. In fact. more channels will likely be alTeclcd.

When we operate our RiC models. we go 10 gre:ll lengths 10 assurc safely of the 0pcr:1tors and bystanders and
the protection of pI'openy, Many of our safely precaulions im'oh'c Ihe careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequcncics. Iflhc nUlllber of uscable frequcncies isdiminishcd as proposed by Ihe FCC. Ihe remaining
frequencies will bccomc congeslcd and the margin of safely ",ill be greally decreased.

I don't think il is wise of Ihc FCC 10 seek to expand lhe operalion conditions of mobil radio users at the expense
of the Qdio-control modelers. The FCC Illay nOl think we are 3S important as business users of radio. but we have
a'considerable inYCSlmCil; in our modeis and in our radio equipment, h is a sizeable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. T!,c hobby proyidcs many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself and contributes 10 the ad\'ancemcnt and de\'c!opment of lhe commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjo~'ment of m~' pastime b~' not allowing the FCC to cal'r~' out its
,.rol)Osal PR Dodiet 92-23=, for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need ~'our helll ul'gentl~' becnuse the FCC has a
deadline of FehrUllr~' 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult to a"oid hlllting these proposals
from going into effect.



The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
United states House of Representatives
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson

I am very concerned about the .g~~!!!~~~e""t~at is ,c1;lr-.,
rently under consideration by ~the FederaI._Communl.cat~onsComml.s-,-- . ~ ..... .
S1-on (FCC) ~--' The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land ;r,.:':lle dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequenci.. in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile freqt,':l1cies that we
have been able to share the band without interfe:cence.

. ~'i'

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making {NPRM) in PR Docket 92-
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial 'users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts •. The new Part· 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies~available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
th~ safety of the'operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the carefUl
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as flLoposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

Sincerely, ~

~l~~ ~'
'-


